ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT. 


Private Express Statutes—Standing to swe—“Zone of interests.”—Be- 
cause postal employees are not within “zone of interests” of Private Ex- 
press Statutes—which codify United States Postal Service’s monopoly 
over carriage of letters in and for Nation—they may not challenge Serv- 
ice’s action suspending PES operation with respect to practice of private 
courier services called “international remailing”; this Court declines to de- 
cide whether 39 U. S. C. §410(a) exempts Service from judicial review 
under APA, since question was raised for first time by Service in its brief 
in opposition to petition for a writ of certiorari. Air Courier Conference of 
America v. Postal Workers, p. 517. 


ADMIRALTY. See also Jones Act. 


Death of a seaman—General maritime causes of action.—A general 
maritime cause of action for wrongful death of a seaman exists and is not 
pre-empted by Jones Act, but it does not include recovery for loss of soci- 
ety; and a general maritime survival action does not include recovery for a 
decedent’s lost future earnings. Miles v. Apex Marine Corp., p. 19. 


AGGRAVATING CIRCUMSTANCES. See Constitutional Law, I, 1. 
AGRICULTURAL WORKERS. See Jurisdiction, 2. 

ALIENS. See Jurisdiction, 2. 

AMNESTY FOR ILLEGAL ALIENS. See Jurisdiction, 2. 
ANTI-DRUG ABUSE ACT OF 1986. See Drug Enforcement. 


ANTI-DRUG ABUSE AMENDMENTS ACT OF 1988. See Attorney’s 
Fees. 


ANTITRUST ACTS. 


Sherman Act —Agreement to minimize competition between providers of 
bar review courses.— Where two bar review course providers agreed that 
one would have an exclusive license to market materials in Georgia and 
would not compete with other provider outside State and that providers 
would share revenue from Georgia course, and where, subsequently, price 
of Georgia bar review course increased significantly, providers’ agreement 
was formed for purpose, and with effect, of raising bar review course’s 
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ANTITRUST ACTS—Continued. 

prices in violation of §1 of Sherman Act. Palmer v. BRG of Georgia, Inc., 
p. 46. 

APPEALS. See Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure. 


APPELLATE PROCEDURE. See Federal Rules of Appellate Pro- 
cedure. 


APPORTIONMENT OF SINGLE BUSINESS TAXES. See Constitu- 
tional Law, II, 2. 


ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL. See Habeas Corpus. 


ATTORNEYS. See Antitrust Acts; Attorney’s Fees; Constitutional 
Law, IV; Habeas Corpus; Supreme Court, 7, 8. 


ATTORNEY’S FEES. 


Supreme Court—Capital defendant—Anti-Drug Abuse Amendments 
Act of 1988.—Act authorizes federal courts to compensate attorneys ap- 
pointed to represent capital defendants in an amount exceeding maximum 
rate set by Criminal Justice Act; amount of compensation reasonably nec- 
essary to ensure that capital defendants receive competent representation 
in proceedings before Supreme Court may not exceed $5,000, fee to which 
attorney Berger is entitled. In re Berger, p. 233. 


AUTOMOBILE TITLES. See Criminal Law. 


BANKRUPTCY. See also Constitutional Law, V. 


Chapter 11—Dischargeable debt —Standard of proof for exemptions. — 
Preponderance of evidence is standard of proof for determining whether a 
claim based upon a fraud judgment should be exempt from discharge under 
§ 523(a) of Bankruptcy Code. Grogan v. Garner, p. 279. 


BAR REVIEW COURSES. See Antitrust Acts. 
BATSON CLAIMS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1. 


BENEFIT PLANS. See Employee Retirement Income Security Act 
of 1974. 


BUSINESS TAXES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2. 


CAMPAIGN LITERATURE DISTRIBUTION. See Labor-Manage- 
ment Reporting and Disclosure Act of 1959. 


CAPITAL MURDER. See Attorney’s Fees; Constitutional Law, I; II, 
1; IV; Habeas Corpus, 1. 


CAUSES OF ACTION. See Civil Rights Act of 1871. 


CERTIFICATE OF PROBABLE CAUSE TO APPEAL DENIAL OF 
HABEAS CORPUS PETITION. See Habeas Corpus, 2. 
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CERTIORARI PETITION FILING EXTENSIONS. See Supreme 
Court, 7, 8. 


CHAPTER 11. See Bankruptcy. 
CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1871. 


Section 1988 cause of action—Commerce Clause violations. —Suits for 
violations of Commerce Clause may be brought under 42 U. S. C. § 1983. 
Dennis v. Higgins, p. 439. 


CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964. 


Racial discrimination—Federal employee—Statute of limitations —Eq- 
uitable tolling. —Thirty-day tolling period for filing a federal employee’s 
Title VII complaint ran from date his attorney received right-to-sue letter, 
and, thus, his complaint was untimely when it was filed 44 days after that 
date; although statutes of limitations in actions against Federal Govern- 
ment are subject to rebuttable presumption of equitable tolling, petition- 
er’s failure to file in a timely manner was not excused. Irwin v. Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs, p. 89. 


COLLECTIVE-BARGAINING AGREEMENTS. See Labor Manage- 
ment Relations Act, 1947. 


COMMERCE CLAUSE. See Civil Rights Act of 1871; Constitutional 
Law, II, 2. 


COMMON-LAW WRONGFUL DISCHARGE CLAIMS. See Employee 
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974, 1. 


COMPULSORY SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, 
IV. 


CONFLICTS OF INTEREST. See Habeas Corpus, 1. 
CONFLICTS OF JURISDICTION. See Federal Power Act. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Civil Rights Act of 1871; Habeas 
Corpus; Jurisdiction, 2. 


I. Cruel and Unusual Punishment. 


1. Death penalty—Aggravating factor.—State Supreme Court erred to 
extent it relied on “especially heinous, atrocious, or cruel” aggravating fac- 
tor, even as limited by trial court, in sentencing petitioner to death. Shell 
v. Mississippi, p. 1. 


2. Death penalty—Mitigating evidence.—Florida Supreme Court acted 
arbitrarily and capriciously in affirming petitioner’s death sentence without 
considering nonstatutory mitigating evidence found to exist by trial judge. 
Parker v. Dugger, p. 308. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW — Continued. 
II. Due Process. 


1. Capital murder—“Beyond a reasonable doubt” jury instruction. — 
Where instruction given to jurors in petitioner’s trial defined reasonable 
doubt with words such as “substantial,” “grave,” and “moral certainty,” 
it suggested a higher degree of doubt than is required for acquittal under 
reasonable-doubt standard and, thus, violated Due Process Clause. Cage 
v. Louisiana, p. 39. 


2. Single business tax— Apportionment formula.— Formula used to ap- 
portion amount of out-of-state entity’s business activity subject to Michi- 
gan’s single business tax—a value added tax levied against entities having 
“business activity” within State—does not violate either Due Process or 
Commerce Clause. Trinova Corp. v. Michigan Dept. of Treasury, p. 358. 


III. Equal Protection of the Laws. 


1. Exclusion of jurors on basis of race—State procedural ground bar- 
ring raising of federal constitutional claim. —Georgia Supreme Court’s re- 
quirement that a contemporaneous objection to exclusion of jurors on basis 
of race, under Batson v. Kentucky, 476 U.S. 79, be made in period be- 
tween jurors’ selection and administration of their oaths is not an adequate 
and independent state procedural ground barring federal judicial review of 
petitioner’s Batson claim. Ford v. Georgia, p. 411. 


2. School integration—Dissolution of desegregation decree.—Court of 
Appeals’ test for dissolving a desegregation decree—which would require 
that such a decree remain in effect until a school district can show “griev- 
ous wrong evoked by new and unforeseen conditions,” United States v. 
Swift & Co., 286 U.S. 106, 119—is more stringent than is required by 
Equal Protection Clause of Fourteenth Amendment or by Supreme Court’s 
decisions dealing with injunctions. Board of Education of Oklahoma City 
Public Schools v. Dowell, p. 237. 


IV. Privilege Against Self-Incrimination. 


Right to counsel—Police interrogation—Reinitiating interrogation after 
counsel requested. —When counsel is requested, police interrogation must 
cease, and officials may not reinitiate interrogation without counsel 
present, regardless of whether accused has consulted with his attorney. 
Minnick v. Mississippi, p. 146. 


V. Right to Jury Trial. 


Bankruptcy—Preference action. —Creditors who submit claims against a 
bankruptcy estate and are then sued by trustee in bankruptcy to recover 
allegedly preferential monetary transfers are not entitled to a jury trial 
under Seventh Amendment, since they have subjected themselves to 
Bankruptcy Court’s equitable power. Langenkamp v. Culp, p. 42. 
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CONSULTATION WITH COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, IV. 
COURIER SERVICES. See Admiiistrative Procedure Act. 
COURTS OF APPEALS. See Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure. 


CREDITORS’ CLAIMS AGAINST BANKRUPT ESTATES. See Con- 
stitutional Law, V. 


CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT. See Attorney’s Fees. 


CRIMINAL LAW. See also Attorney’s Fees; Constitutional Law, I; II, 
1; III, 1; IV; Grand Juries; Habeas Corpus; Taxes. 


Transportation of falsely made securities in interstate commerce—Title- 
washing scheme.—A person who receives genuine vehicle titles, knowing 
that they incorporate fraudulently tendered odometer readings, receives 
those titles knowing them to have been “falsely made” securities in viola- 
tion of 18 U. S. C. §2314. Moskal v. United States, p. 103. 


CRUEL AND UNUSUAL PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, I. 
DEATH PENALTY. See Constitutional Law, I. 

DEBTS. See Bankruptcy. 

DESEGREGATION OF SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 
DISCHARGE OF DEBTS. See Bankruptcy. 


DISCRIMINATION AGAINST OUT-OF-STATE BUSINESSES. See 
Constitutional Law, II, 2. 


DISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 


DISCRIMINATION ON BASIS OF RACE. See Civil Rights Act of 
1964; Constitutional Law, III, 2. 


DISTRIBUTION OF CAMPAIGN LITERATURE. See Labor-Man- 
agement Reporting and Disclosure Act of 1959. 


DISTRICT COURTS. See Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 1; Ju- 
risdiction. 


DIVERSITY JURISDICTION. See Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 
1; Jurisdiction, 1. 


DOCKETING FEES. See Supreme Court, 6. 
DRUG ENFORCEMENT. 


Postconfinement monitoring—Supervised release. —Supervised release, 
rather than parole, applies for all drug offenses in categories specified in 
§ 1002 of Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1986 that were committed after ADAA 
was enacted but before effective date of Sentencing Reform Act of 1984 
provision defining “supervised release.” Gozlon-Peretz v. United States, 
p. 395. 
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DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, II; Jurisdiction, 2. 
EDUCATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 
EFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL. See Habeas Corpus. 


EFFECTIVE NOTICES OF APPEAL. See Federal Rules of Appellate 
Procedure. 


EIGHTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I. 


ELECTIONS. See Labor-Management Reporting and Disclosure Act 
of 1959. 


EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT OF 1974. 


1. Pre-emption of state law—Common-law wrongful discharge claim. — 
ERISA’s explicit language and structure demonstrate a congressional in- 
tent to pre-empt a Texas common-law claim that an employee was unlaw- 
fully discharged to prevent his attainment of benefits under an ERISA- 
covered plan. Ingersoll-Rand Co. v. McClendon, p. 133. 


2. Pre-emption of state law—Subrogation rights. ERISA pre-empts a 
Pennsylvania law precluding »mployee welfare benefit plans—in this in- 
stance, a health care plan that paid part of respondent’s medical bills from 
an automobile accident —from exercising subrogation rights on a claimant’s 
tort recovery. FMC Corp. v. Holliday, p. 52. 


EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Em- 


ployee Retirement Income Security Act of 1974, 1; Labor Manage- 
ment Relations Act, 1947. 


EMPLOYMENT AT WILL. See Employee Retirement Income Secu- 
rity Act of 1974, 1. 


EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Constitutional Law, III. 


EQUITABLE TOLLING OF STATUTES OF LIMITATIONS. See 
Civil Rights Act of 1964. 


ESPECIALLY HEINOUS, ATROCIOUS, OR CRUEL AGGRAVAT- 
ING FACTOR. See Constitutional Law, I, 1. 


EVASION OF TAXES. See Taxes. 
EVIDENCE. See Bankruptcy; Constitutional Law, I, 2. 


EXCLUSION OF JURORS ON BASIS OF RACE. See Constitutional 
Law, III, 1. 


EXTENSIONS OF TIME FOR FILING CERTIORARI PETITIONS. 
See Supreme Court, 7, 8. 


EXTRAORDINARY WRITS. See Supreme Court, 6. 
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FALSELY MADE SECURITIES. See Criminal Law. 
FARMWORKERS. See Jurisdiction, 2. 


FEDERAL COURTS. See Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 1; Ju- 
risdiction. 


FEDERAL EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Civil Rights Act 
of 1964. 


FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION. See Federal 
Power Act; Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978. 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES. See Taxes. 
FEDERAL POWER ACT. 


Rate increase—Overlapping regulatory jurisdiction of Securities and 
Exchange Commission and Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. — 
Although SEC authorized respondent power company to acquire an affili- 
ate, in order to secure a reliable coal source and specified price to be paid 
for such coal, §318 of FPA—which addresses conflicts of jurisdiction be- 
tween SEC and FERC—did not oust FERC of jurisdiction to determine 
allowable rate increases for respondent’s power; it is left to lower court to 
resolve whether FERC’s decision denying respondent’s requested rate ir- 
crease violated its own regulations regarding determination of reasonable 
prices for power purchased from an affiliate. Arcadia v. Ohio Power Co., 
p. 73. 


FEDERAL-QUESTION JURISDICTION. See Jurisdiction, 2. 


FEDERAL RULES OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE. 


Notice of appeal from a nonfinal decision. — Rule 4(a)(2) permits a notice 
of appeal filed from a nonfinal decision to serve as an effective notice of 
appeal from a subsequently entered final judgment, when a district court 
announces a decision that would be appealable if immediately followed by 
entry of judgment. FirsTier Mortgage Co. v. Investors Mortgage Insur- 
ance Co., p. 269. 


FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. 


1. Joinder of parties — Diversity jurisdiction— Rule 19.—Petitioner, who 
was injured by a device implanted in his back during surgery, was not 
required to name doctor and hospital in his diversity action filed against 
device’s manufacturer in Federal District Court, since they were joint 
tortfeasors and, thus, were not indispensable parties under Rule 19(b). 
Temple v. Synthes Corp., p. 5. 


2. Rule 11—Sanctions on represented parties —Standard of reasonable- 
ness.—Rule 11 applies to represented parties, imposing on them an objec- 
tive standard of reasonable inquiry when they sign pleadings, motions, or 
other papers; imposition of sanctions against a represented party that did 
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FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE — Continued. 


not act in bad faith does not violate Rules Enabling Act. Business Guides, 
Ine. v. Chromatic Communications Enterprises, Inc., p. 533. 


FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE. See Grand Juries. 


FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Employee Retirement Income 
Security Act of 1974. 


FEES TO WITNESSES. See Witnesses. 

FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, IV; Jurisdiction, 2. 
FINAL DECISIONS. See Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure. 
FINDINGS OF FACT. See Habeas Corpus, 1. 

FLORIDA. See Constitutional Law, I, 2. 

FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, IJ, III. 
FRAUD JUDGMENTS. See Bankruptcy. 

FRAUDULENT SECURITIES. See Criminal Law. 

FRIVOLOUS PLEADINGS. See Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 2. 
GAS PRICING. See Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978. 

GEORGIA. See Antitrust Acts; Constitutional Law, III, 1. 

GOOD CAUSE. See Supreme Court, 7, 8. 


GOOD-FAITH MISUNDERSTANDING OF LAW AS FACTOR NE- 
GATING WILLFULNESS OF CONDUCT. See Taxes. 


GRAND JURIES. 


Standard for evaluating subpoena duces teceum—Federal Rule of Crimi- 
nal Procedure 17(c).—Standard for determining whether a grand jury sub- 
poena duces tecum should be quashed is not same as standard used for sub- 
poenas issued in context of a criminal trial; grand jury subpoenas may be 
quashed if, under Rule 17(c), “compliance would be unreasonable or op- 
pressive.” United States v. R. Enterprises, Inc., p. 292. 


GRIEVANCE PROCEDURES. See Labor Management Relations 
Act, 1947. 


HABEAS CORPUS. 


1. Capital murder—State-court findings—Presumption of correct- 
ness. —In rejecting petitioner’s claim that his attorney labored under a con- 
flict of interest when he negotiated a grant of immunity for petitioner’s 
nephew while representing both petitioner and his nephew against same 
murder charges, Court of Appeals improperly failed to give a presumption 
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HABEAS CORPUS — Continued. 


of correctness to a state-court factual finding—that nephew had testified 


under a grant of immunity—as required by 28 U. S. C. §2254(d). Burden 
v. Zant, p. 433. 


2. Certificate of probable cause to appeal dismissal of petition. —Peti- 
tioner met standards set forth in Barefoot v. Estelle, 463 U. S. 880, for is- 
suance of a certificate of probable cause where he made a substantial show- 
ing that he was denied right to effective assistance of counsel. Lozada v. 
Deeds, p. 430. 


HEALTH CARE PLANS. See Employee Retirement Income Security 
Act of 1974, 2. 


ILLEGAL ALIENS. See Jurisdiction, 2. 


IMMIGRATION REFORM AND CONTROL ACT OF 1986. See Juris- 
diction, 2. 


INCOME TAXES. See Taxes. 
INDIANS. 


Tribal sovereign immunity—State sales tax.—Under doctrine of tribal 
immunity, a State that has not asserted jurisdiction over Indian lands 
under Public Law 280 may not tax sales of goods to tribesmen occurring on 
land held in trust for a federally recognized Indian tribe, but is free to col- 
lect taxes on such sales to nonmembers of tribe. Oklahoma Tax Commis- 
sion v. Citizen Band Potawatomi Tribe of Oklahoma, p. 505. 


INDISPENSABLE PARTIES. See Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 1. 
INEFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL. See Habeas Corpus. 
IN FORMA PAUPERIS PETITIONS. See Supreme Court, 6. 
INJUNCTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 

INSTRUCTIONS TO JURIES. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Taxes. 
INTEGRATION OF SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 
INTERNAL REVENUE CODE. See Taxes. 

INTERNATIONAL MAILING. See Administrative Procedure Act. 
INTERROGATION BY POLICE. See Constitutional Law, IV. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Criminal 
Law. 


JOINDER OF PARTIES. See Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 1. 
JOINT TORTFEASORS. See Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 1. 
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JONES ACT. See also Admiralty. 


Definition of “seaman.”—One need not aid in navigation of a vessel in 
order to qualify as a “seaman” under Jones Act; thus, respondent, a paint 
foreman injured while assigned to petitioner’s “paint boat,” cannot be pre- 
cluded from seaman status because he did not perform transportation- 
related functions on board vessel. McDermott International, Inc. v. 
Wilander, p. 337. 


JUDGMENTS. See Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure. 


JUDICIAL REMEDIES FOR LABOR DISPUTES. See Labor Man- 
agement Relations Act, 1947. 


JURISDICTION. See also Federal Power Act; Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure, 1. 


1. Federal District Court—Diversity jurisdiction—Effect of addition of 
nondiverse party. — Diversity jurisdiction, once established, is not defeated 
by addition of a nondiverse party to action. Freeport-McMoRan Ine. v. 
K N Energy, Inc., p. 426. 


2. Federal-question jurisdiction—Immigration Reform and Control Act 
of 1986.—District Court has federal-question jurisdiction to hear respond- 
ents’ due process and statutory challenges to Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion Service’s procedures for determining eligibility for “Special Agricul- 
tural Workers” amnesty program. McNary v. Haitian Refugee Center, 
Ine., p. 479. 


JURY INSTRUCTIONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Taxes. 
JURY SELECTION. See Constitutional Law, III, 1. 
JURY TRIALS AS OF RIGHT. See Constitutional Law, V. 


LABOR. See Labor Management Relations Act, 1947; Labor-Manage- 
ment Reporting and Disclosure Act of 1959. 


LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT, 1947. 


Judicial remedy for breach of collective-bargaining agreement.—Re- 
course to courts under § 301 of LMRA for breach of a collective-bargaining 
agreement is not barred by contract provisions establishing voluntary 
grievance procedures and reserving parties’ respective rights to resort to 
economic weapons, but silent as to judicial remedies. Groves v. Ring 
Screw Works, Ferndale Fastener Div., p. 168. 


LABOR-MANAGEMENT REPORTING AND DISCLOSURE ACT OF 
1959. 


Reasonableness of union’s rule on distribution of campaign litera- 
ture.—Where unions have a statutory duty to distribute campaign litera- 
ture to members in response to reasonable request of any candidate for 
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LABOR-MANAGEMENT REPORTING AND DISCLOSURE ACT OF 
1959— Continued. 


union office, but union refused to mail respondent’s literature because it 
had a rule prohibiting mailings in advance of union’s nominating conven- 
tion, §401(c) of LMRDA does not require a court to evaluate reasonable- 
ness of union’s rule before deciding whether a candidate’s request was rea- 
sonable. Masters, Mates & Pilots v. Brown, p. 466. 


LAWYERS. See Antitrust Acts; Attorney’s Fees; Constitutional Law, 
IV. 


MAIL. See Administrative Procedure Act. 

MALPRACTICE. See Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 1. 
MARITIME CAUSES OF ACTION. See Admiralty. 

MEDICAL MALPRACTICE. See Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 1. 
MICHIGAN. See Constitutional Law, II, 2. 

MISSISSIPPI. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; Supreme Court, 8. 
MITIGATING EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, I, 2. 


MURDER. See Constitutional Law, I; II, 1; IV; Habeas Corpus, 1; 
Supreme Court, 7. 


NATIVE AMERICANS. See Indians. 
NATURAL GAS POLICY ACT OF 1978. 


Natural gas price ceilings—Validity of Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission order.—FERC did not exceed its authority under Act when it 
issued an order revising pricing system for “old” natural gas. Mobil Oil 
Exploration & Producing Southeast, Inc. v. United Distribution Cos., 
p. 211. 


NEGLIGENCE CAUSES OF ACTION. See Jones Act. 
NONDIVERSE PARTIES. See Jurisdiction, 1. 
NOTICES OF APPEAL. See Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure. 


OBJECTIVE STANDARD OF REASONABLE INQUIRY. See Fed- 
eral Rules of Civil Procedure, 2. 


ODOMETER READINGS. See Criminal Law. 

OKLAHOMA. See Indians. 

“OLD” NATURAL GAS PRICES. See Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978. 
PAROLE. See Drug Enforcement. 

PARTIES. See Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 1. 

PAYMENT OF DOCKETING FEES. See Supreme Court, 6. 
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PENNSYLVANIA. See Employee Retirement Income Security Act of 
1974, 2. 


PENSION PLANS. See Employee Retirement Income Security Act of 
1974, 1. 


POLICE INTERROGATION. See Constitutional Law, IV. 
POSTAL SERVICE. See Administrative Procedure Act. 


POSTCONFINEMENT MONITORING OF DRUG OFFENDERS. See 
Drug Enforcement. 


POWER COMPANIES. See Federal Power Act. 


PRE-EMPTION OF GENERAL MARITIME LAW BY FEDERAL 
STATUTORY LAW. See Admiralty. 


PRE-EMPTION OF STATE LAW BY FEDERAL LAW. See Em- 
ployee Retirement Income Security Act of 1974. 


PREFERENTIAL TRANSFERS FROM BANKRUPTCY ESTATES. 
See Constitutional Law, V. 


PREMATURE NOTICES OF APPEAL. See Federal Rules of Appel- 
late Procedure. 


PREPONDERANCE OF EVIDENCE STANDARD OF PROOF. See 
Bankruptcy. 


PRESUMPTIONS OF CORRECTNESS. See Habeas Corpus, 1. 


PRICE CEILINGS ON NATURAL GAS. See Natural Gas Policy Act 
of 1978. 


PRISONERS AS WITNESSES. See Witnesses. 
PRIVATE COURIER SERVICES. See Administrative Procedure Act. 
PRIVATE EXPRESS STATUTES. See Administrative Procedure Act. 


PRIVILEGE AGAINST SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional 
Law, IV. 


PROBABLE-CAUSE CERTIFICATES. See Habeas Corpus, 2. 
PROOF. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 

PUBLIC UTILITIES. See Federal Power Act. 

RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, III. 


RATE INCREASES FOR PUBLIC UTILITIES. See Federal Power 
Act. 


REASONABLE-DOUBT STANDARD. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 
REASONABLE INQUIRY. See Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 2. 
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RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, IV. 


RIGHT TO EFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL. See Habeas 
Corpus, 2. 


RIGHT TO JURY TRIAL. See Constitutional Law, V. 

RIGHT TO REMAIN SILENT. See Constitutional Law, IV. 
RIGHT-TO-SUE LETTER. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 

RULE 11 SANCTIONS. See Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 2. 
RULES ENABLING ACT. See Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 2. 
SALES TAXES. See Indians. 

SCHOOL INTEGRATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 
SEAMAN. See Admiralty; Jones Act. 

SECTION 1983. See Civil Rights Act of 1871. 

SECURITIES. See Criminal Law. 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION. See Federal Power 
Act. 


SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, IV. 
SENTENCING REFORM ACT OF 1984. See Drug Enforcement. 


SEVENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, V. 
SHERMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts. 

SINGLE BUSINESS TAXES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2. 
SIXTH AMENDMENT. See Habeas Corpus. 

SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY. See Indians. 


“SPECIAL AGRICULTURAL WORKERS” AMNESTY PROGRAM. 
See Jurisdiction, 2. 


STANDARD OF PROOF. See Bankruptcy. 


STANDARD OF REASONABLE INQUIRY. See Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure, 2. 


STANDING. See Administrative Procedure Act. 
STATE-COURT FACTUAL FINDINGS. See Habeas Corpus, 1. 


STATE PRISONERS AS WITNESSES IN FEDERAL TRIALS. See 
Witnesses. ‘ 


STATE PROCEDURAL GROUND BARRING REVIEW OF FED- 
ERAL CONSTITUTIONAL CLAIM. See Constitutional Law, 
HE, 1. 
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STATE TAXES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Indians. 
STATUTES OF LIMITATIONS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
SUBPOENAS. See Grand Juries. 


SUBROGATION RIGHTS. See Employee Retirement Income Secu- 
rity Act of 1974, 2. 


SUPERVISED RELEASE OF DRUG OFFENDERS. See Drug En- 
forcement. 


SUPREME COURT. See also Attorney’s Fees. 
1. Retirement of Justice Brennan, p. VII. 
. Appointment of JUSTICE SOUTER, p. XI. 
. Proceedings in memory of Justice Goldberg (resigned), p. XV. 
. Retirement of Joseph F. Spaniol, Jr., as Clerk, p. XLI. 
. Appointment of William K. Suter as Clerk, p. 1117. 


6. Extraordinary writs—In forma pauperis filings—Abuse of privi- 
lege. —After filing 42 petitions and motions with this Court within a 3-year 
period, pro se petitioner was denied in forma pauperis status in his peti- 
tion for extraordinary relief, and Clerk was ordered not to accept any fur- 
ther petitions from him for such relief, unless he pays docketing fee. Inre 
Sindram, p. 177. 


7. Petition for writ of certiorari—Extension of time—Good cause.— 
Good cause was found to grant 30-day extensions of time to file petitions 
where applicants, who were under death sentences, requested opportunity 
to find replacement counsel following withdrawal of their appellate counsel, 
but such an excuse does not automatically justify such an extension. Mad- 
den v. Texas (SCALIA, J., in chambers), p. 1301. 


8. Petition for writ of certiorari—Extension of time—Good cause.— 
State failed to show that a reduction in its appellate staff caused by budget- 
ary cuts constituted good cause shown for an extension of time within 
which to file a petition for a writ of certiorari. Mississippi v. Turner 
(SCALIA, J., in chambers), p. 1306. 


TAXES. See also Constitutional Law, II, 2; Indians. 


Federal income taxes—Failure to file tax returns —Tax evasion —Will- 
fulness of conduct.—Where a defendant is charged with willfully failing to 
file federal income tax returns in violation of § 7203 of Internal Revenue 
Code and willfully attempting to evade income taxes in violation of § 7201, 
a good-faith misunderstanding of law or a good-faith belief that one is not 
violating law negates willfulness, whether or not claimed belief or misun- 
derstanding is objectively reasonable; in instant case, however, trial court 
properly instructed jury not to consider petitioner’s claim that tax laws are 
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unconstitutional, since a defendant’s views about tax statutes’ validity are 
irrelevant to willfulness issue. Cheek v. United States, p. 192. 


TEXAS. See Employee Retirement Income Security Act of 1974, 1. 
TIMELINESS OF ACTIONS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 


TITLE VII OF CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964. See Civil Rights Act of 
1964. 


TITLE-WASHING SCHEMES. See Criminal Law. 


TOLLING OF STATUTES OF LIMITATIONS. See Civil Rights Act of 
1964. 


TORT CAUSES OF ACTION. See Jones Act. 


TRANSPORTATION OF FALSELY MADE SECURITIES IN INTER- 
STATE COMMERCE. See Criminal Law. 


TRIBAL SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY. See Indians. 


UNIONS. See Administrative Procedure Act; Labor Management 
Relations Act, 1947; Labor-Management Reporting and Disclosure 
Act of 1959. 


UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE. See Administrative Procedure 
Act. 


VALUE ADDED TAXES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2. 
VEHICLE TITLES. See Criminal Law. 


WELFARE BENEFIT PLANS. See Employee Retirement Income 
Security Act of 1974. 


WILLFULNESS REQUIREMENT IN DETERMINING CRIMINAL 
VIOLATIONS OF TAX LAWS. See Taxes. 


WITNESSES. 


State prisoner’s entitlement to fees. —Title 28 U. S. C. § 1821—which au- 
thorizes payment of fees to a “witness in attendance” —requires payment of 
fees to a convicted state prisoner who testifies at a federal trial pursuant to 
a writ of habeas corpus ad testificandwm. Demarest v. Manspeaker, 
p. 184. 
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1. “[FJalsely made.” 18 U.S. C. §2314. Moskal v. United States, 
p. 108. 
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2. “[O]r any other subject matter.” §318, Federal Power Act, 16 
U.S. C. §825q. Arcadia v. Ohio Power Co., p. 73. 


3. “[RJeceipt of notice of final action taken.” Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
42 U.S.C. §2000e-16(c). Irwin v. Department of Veterans Affairs, 
p. 89. 


4, “[RJelate to.” §514(a), Employee Retirement Income Security Act 
of 1974, 29 U. S. C. §1144(a). Ingersoll-Rand Co. v. McClendon, p. 133. 


5. “[SJeaman.” Jones Act, 46 U.S. C. App. §688. McDermott In- 
ternational, Inc. v. Wilander, p. 337. 
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